Ritual Movement m the Church of England.
*' Not long since a law directed against Ritualism was passed.1* * This new law Las been put iu force, some clergy have beeu deprived of their livings and the same fate is preparing for others ; yet in spite of all these alarming facts. * * * * I repeat that Ritualism still advances and advances with rapid strides.* * *"
" And the rising tide is not limited to the members of the Anglican Church, it has even extended to the dissenting communities and to the Wesleyans in particular/'
It is clear that a very great number of persons do throng (and that not merely otit of curiosity, as for a nine days' wonder) to the most advanced Ritualist teaching and worship, and that multitudes both of people and priests are captivated by its spirit; it is equally clear on the other hand, that in some congregations there is a strong division of feeling on the subject, resulting in fierce legal struggles and even forcible attempts by one section to oust the other ; writers and speakers on both sides attack each other, not only enthusiastically, but with a passionate bitterness to which we can hardl} show a parallel.
In the midst of such pronounced partisanship, it is very difficult for moderate men who are still "doubtful whereunto this may grow" to know where to look for a criterion by which to judge how far this movement is an evil to be resisted, or how far it is a good thing to be encouraged or at least let alone.
Whatever side my readers may take in the dispute, it is equally important to understand the movement aright; but it is by no means clear that all have understood it, or have even honestly tried to do so. The violent language and even reckless imputations uttered by some who may be quite sincere in their belief that the movement is wrong are too aften accompanied by complete innocence of any real appreciation of the questions at issue, aud as long as this is so, their attack will not only fail, but will actually strengthen the opposite party.
What rational being was ever convinced, or even led to weigh the question fairly, by mere rhetorical tirades against altars, crosses, and candles ; by shouts of " no Popery/* and " the Church is in danger" or by reiterated allusions to harlots in scarle't . robes ? Yet this language is too often adopted, as if it were coa: elusive on the subject.
On the other hand, it may with equal reason be asked, are the defenders of the Eitualist Camp, themselves always sure of their own grounds? Do they show that they have considered the origin, and ultimate tendency of the movement ? Do they always distinguish between what is good authority, and what is not* for believing a doctrine or resuscitating a form ?